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:. WE HAVE READ WITH ,IN%REST AMB GAVIN'S ACCOUNT HIS CONVERSAT f;ONJ^\ 
WITH DE ROSE ON .FRANCO -GERMAN RELATIONS. DE ROSE, OF COURSE* ~ 
REFLECTS TO CONSipERABLE DEGREE FRENCH NATIONAL ASP I RATIONS 

HAL THOUGH THjESE IN TUI*N SEEM TO BE BASED ON FRENCH ASSESSMENT 
OF GERMAN LONG RAte AIMS AND OBjECf IvEs WITH WlCH WE DO NOT 
WHOLLY AGREE, ;-. f ' V '» • 
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AS PREVIOUSLY REPORTED, WE BELIEVE fHAT FRQ IS UNLIK ELY SECK f 
.DEVELOPMENT OF INDEPENDE NT NUCLEAR CAPACITY O R-ORGANIZATION ' 
OF FRANCO-GERMAN DETERRENT SO LONG ASs |) IT BELIEVES~7tS — 
SECURITY INTERESTS ARE SERVED BY NATO; 2) IT IS CERTAIN THAT 
US WILL NOT HESITATE TO USE NUCLEAR DETERRENT IN CASE OF SOVIE 
ATTACK;. AND 3) IT FINDS IN NATO REASONABLE SUPPORT FOR GERMAN 
ASPIRATIONS INCLUDING EVENTUAL REUNIFICATION. IN ABSENCE 1 
EVIDENT SHIFT IN US POLICIES OR SERIOUS SPLIT IN ALL I AN*. ^ 
--WE DOUBT, THEREFORE, WHETHER ANY RESPONSIBLE GERMAN POLITICIAN ^' 
WOULD ESPOUSE PROGRAM ALONG LINE DE ROSE'S VIEWS. IMPLICATIONS?: 
2L S ™ ^ PROGRAM FOR PRESENT PATTERN WESTERN EUROPEAN RELATIONC* 
FOR BROADER ISSUE OF RELATIONS WITH SOV BLOC, AND FOR EVJlNTURALc 
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j -2- I636, JANUARY 11, 6 PM FROM BONN 

j NATURALLY, FRG REACTS APPREHENSIVELY TO RUMORS OF PROSPECTIVE 

' ^m^tIok^ 3 !^ STRATEGY ^ ,SiNG THRESHOLD AND INCREASING « 

? n?rrlorl° T ^ l™^ SUGGEST,NG R^UCED RELIANCE' ON NUCLEAR 

j DETERRENT WHICH IN GERMAN EYES IS ONLY EFFECTIVE ANSWER TO SOV 

j AGGRESSION IN EUROPE. FRG FULLY RECOGN. ZEs/hCVEVER^hI? 

i nS'w'ISl 1 "** SECUR,TY ' AS WELL ' AS THAf of westerJ 

EUROPE, RESTS ON CLOSE ASSOCIATION WITH US, INCLUDING CONTINUES 
COMMITMENT US FORCES IN EUROPE. THIS RE I NFORCES OUR BEL I EF 
GERMANS WOULD RESIST FRENCH ^PROPOSALS FOR REGIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 
IrT^r Z,nrl CH ^ * PR ° V ' ° E • * ANS F0R NUCLEAR S^r'ke'' 
Mr A rccL S ° V,ET UN, ° N ' N C ' R CUMSTANCES WHERE US WOULD NOT 
T<r,I w^, Y . BE , D,RE:CTLY ENGAGED « LAST THING ANY GERMAN POLL 
llrl rr^o D r W i SH T ° FREC,P,TA ^ WOULD BE DISENGAGEMENT US : 
H™5™*f^?^ mCM -" ElATl <* mm - GERMANS ARE V 

i ?r ' o n ENS,TIVE T ° PR0BL£:M THE,R RELATIONS WITH SMALLER 
n« ^ATr^i? r LUES WH0SE "EiNDSHIPTHEY HAVE ASSIDUOUSLY* 
CULTIVATED. THESE ALLIES ARE ALWAYS READY BELIEVE WORST 

vZUn!^^ 1 "*" FEARS AND PRE ^D.CES OF RESURGENT' , 
GERMAN MILITARISM. JF GERMANS WERE TO MAKE TYPE OF BREAK 
WITH .NATO WHICH FRENCH PROGRAM WOULD MEAN I T COULD EASILY 
DESTROY HIGHLY BENEFICIAL SYSTEM OF POLIT CAL R^.ONSmPS 
WHICH FRG HAS. CREATED IN WESTERN EUROPE. RELATIONSHIPS 

^.? EL ! EVE ™ ,S Sl NATION WILL "CONTINUE AS LONG AS CURRENT 
POLITICAL BALANCE AND OUTLOOK PREVAIL WITHIN All UKifTuLwrn 

THA? L\ V ?AN A CF LE wL L, ^ TE C0UL ° CH^'^iSKi CA^'conTnC E^ 
wr A r pn ^L WAS SPUTT,NG 'NTO TWO GROUPS ON ISSUE EAST- 
WEST RELATIONS INVOLVING BERLIN AND GERMANY AND THAT FRO 

^AS.M C ^yST T ^ R ^ ,CE V ' TAL "^ ™££s 
PRESSURES TO^m^ S In A ?u EEMENT -' ' F SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES, . 

AMERICAN ALLIES, WE COULD THU3 EXPECT PROGR/^S PoS DEVELOPMENT 
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-3- \&Z&, JANUARY 11, 6 PM FROM BONN 

iVvnJ^l? DET ^NT. IT MIGHT ALSO BE ARGUED THAT IN THESE 
CIRCUMSTANCES, GERMANS MIGHT TURN TO NEUTRALJSM BUT G VEN ?V 
CHARACTER POST-WAR FRANCO-GERMAN RELATIONSHIP? UNLESS FRENCH -' -V • 
ORIENTATION CHANGES RADICALLY, NEUTRALISM Wci^D PRESUMABL? :''> 
NOT PROVIDE AS ATTRACTIVE RANGE OF FUTURE POSSIBILITIES i> 
FOR GERMANY AS WOULD FRANCO-GERMAN COOPERATION. / #/ ' 

D^ARMLr^^r^^r 1 " ABSENCE MEASUR ^ PROGRESS ON ' ^ 
DISARMAMENT, WE DO NOT DISAGREE WITH DE ROSE ASSESSMENT THAT t" 

l ter ans ci E L s L T?rr, D ?^ ear **"" om /^ ™i£S ™ T ./ 

LATER. QUESTION IS TO DETERMINE C I RCU#TANCES AND CONDITIONS/ • 
WHICH WOULD GIVE RISE TO SUCH DEMANO. /AS wTsEE IT THrIs? ' 
OF GERMAN MOVE WILL CONTINUE BE TO ENSURE THAT NUCLEAR OVERRENT 
WILL BE USED WHEN AND IF REQUIRED. T&IS EXPLAII NS RECENT ' 
GERMAN INITIATIVE AND SUPPORT FOR ARRANGEMENTS IN nItO ¥o 
Vl Z r°^ tn M£MB£:RS V0,CE ,N DETERMINING USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS' 
AND TO ENSURE TO FRO SAME RIGHTS AS OTHERS. THIS IS ESSENTuIlv 
POSITION TAKEN CONSISTENTLY BY STRAUSS. WE CAN EXPECT 
CONTINUATION GERMAN INITIATIVE IN THIS REGARD EXISTENCE 
FRENCH PRESSURES ON FRG FOR PROGRAM OF INOEPENDINT FRANC 
?TS M r A ™T« A ?! E S T WEU B£ FACT0R LEADINQ ™ TO S?EP UP 

ssa: * ch,eve aoreement « some kind ° f 
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